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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4-16, 20, 21,25, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

US Patent Application Publication No. US 20040024809 to Edwards et al. (hereinafter 

Edwards). 

1. With regards to claim 1, Edwards teaches a connectivity device [fig 1 element 10], 
comprising: 

a processor executing an operating system [fig 1 element 12, paragraph 16]; 

a data module adapted to store visual presentation data [paragraphs 16, 17, 18 and 22]; 

a first interface responsively coupled to the processor [fig 1 element 12 has a network 
interface that connects to network element 18 - paragraph 16] and adapted to communicate 
with a physically remote handheld portable communications device [fig 1 elements 14(1) to 
14(n)]; and 

a second interface responsive to the processor [fig 1 element 16 has a network interface 
that connects it to network element 18 - paragraph 18] and adapted to drive the visual 
presentation data to a physically remote display as a function of commands received from 
the physically remote handheld portable communications device [paragraph 22]. 
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2. With regards to claim 4, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 1 
wherein the handheld communications device comprises a Personal Digital Assistant (PDA) [fig 
1 elements 14(1) to 14(n) - paragraphs 17 and 22]. 

3. With regards to claim 5, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 1 
wherein the handheld communications device comprises a smartphone [paragraph 19]. 

4. With regards to claim 6, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 1 
wherein the first interface is adapted to serially communicate with the handheld communications 
device [paragraph 20]. 

5. With regards to claim 7, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 1 
wherein the first interface is adapted to wirelessly communicate with the handheld 
communications device [paragraph 20]. 

6. With regards to claim 8, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 1 
wherein the handheld communications device has a processor, and memory storing data 
indicative of visual images [paragraph 17], wherein the second interface is adapted to 
communicate the data to the display device for visually rendering the data [paragraph 22]. 

7. With regards to claim 9, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 9 
wherein the processor is enabled to receive data indicative of visual images via the third 
interface [paragraph 22]. 

8. With regards to claim 10, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
9 wherein the data is indicative of slides and forms a visual presentation [paragraphs 22 and 
24]. 

9. With regards to claim 1 1 , Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
1 further comprising a third interface adapted to communicate with an external data network [fig 
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1 element 14(1) to 14(n) have an interface to communicate with network element 18 - paragraph 
20]. 

10. With regards to claim 12, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
1 further comprising a third interface adapted to receive control data and responsively 
communicate the control data to the handheld communications device [fig 8 shows a GUI 
interface and buttons that control the handheld communications device]. 

1 1 . With regards to claim 13, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 

12 wherein the third interface is adapted to receive and communicate the control data from a 
keyboard [fig 8 shows a GUI interface and buttons (a keypad/keyboard) that control the 
handheld communications device]. 

12. With regards to claim 14, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 

13 wherein the third interface is adapted to receive and communicate the control data from a 
mouse [paragraph 41]. 

13. With regards to claim 15, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 

14 wherein the communication device is adapted to detect and forward the keyboard and 
mouse control data to the handheld communications device such that it is executable thereby 
[fig 8 element 14, paragraphs 40-41]. 

14. With regards to claim 16, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 

15 wherein the keyboard control data is translated into keystrokes such that it is executable by 
the handheld communications device [paragraphs 40-41]. 

15. With regards to claim 17, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
15 wherein the mouse control data is translated into stylus taps and cursor movements such 
that it is executable by the handheld communications device [fig 8 element 14 discloses buttons 



Application/Control Number: 10/782,082 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2181 

34 being part of the GUI which is accessible by mouse or by the GUI interface (stylus taps) - 
paragraphs 40-41]. 

16. With regards to claim 22, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
8 wherein the first interface is adapted to communicate with the handheld communications 
device using a 802.11 protocol [paragraph 20]. 

17. With regards to claim 25, Edwards teaches the connectivity device as specified in claim 
24 wherein the data module comprises a RAM memory operatively coupled to the processor 
[paragraphs 16, 17 and 18. the Server, the PDA and the projector all include RAM memory and 
a processor]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Application Publication No. US 20040024809 to Edwards et al. (hereinafter Edwards). In 
view of US Patent Application Publication No. US 20040088452 A1 to Scott. 

18. With regards to claim 2, Edwards is silent as to the connectivity device as specified in 
claim 1 wherein the operating system is configured as a USB host system providing a 
communication channel to the handheld portable communications device, however, Scott 
teaches an operating system [fig 2 element 232, figure 6 element 632 paragraphs 38, 59] 
configured as a USB host system [paragraph 35] providing a communication channel to a 
handheld portable communications device [figure 2 element 210, figure 6 element 610] for the 
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benefit of using the USB protocol to provide user ease of setup of the communication channel 
between two elements. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of both Edwards and Scott to have the operating system be 
configured as a USB host system providing a communication channel to the handheld portable 
communications device for the benefit of using the USB protocol to provide user ease of setup 
of the communication channel between the two elements. 

19. With regards to claim 3, the combination of Edwards and Scott teaches the connectivity 
device as specified in claim 2 wherein the operating system is configured to connect to a 
highest numbered endpoint via the first interface [when a USB device connects to a host device, 
it always takes the highest numbered endpoint] for the same reasons as those above under 
claim 2. 

Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Application Publication No. US 20040024809 to Edwards et al. (hereinafter 
Edwards). In view of US Patent No. 6,493,745 to Cherian. 

20. With regards to claims 18 and 19, Edwards is silent as to the connectivity device as 
specified in claim 16 and 17, wherein the keystrokes, the stylus taps and cursor movements are 
inserted into a data queue. However, Cherian teaches storing user inputs (keystrokes, stylus 
taps and cursor movements) into a data queue for the benefit of holding local items until 
processed in order to prevent a perception to a user of slow processing or system lockout due 
to extended delay in processing a local item while the processing of a server-based item takes 
place [column 1 lines 33-45, line 65 to column 2 line 2]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of both Edwards and Cherian to have the keystrokes, the stylus taps 
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and cursor movements are inserted into a data queue for the benefit of holding local items 
until processed in order to prevent a perception to a user of slow processing or system 
lockout due to extended delay in processing a local item while the processing of a server- 
based item takes place. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Application Publication No. US 20040024809 to Edwards et al. (hereinafter Edwards). In 
view of US Patent No. 5,736,968 to Tsakiris. 

21 . With regards to claim 20, Edwards is silent as to the connectivity device as specified in 
claim 14 wherein the connectivity device has a fourth interface adapted to receive wireless 
control data from a physically remote control device such that the connectivity device is 
controllable as a function of the wireless control data, however, Tsakiris teaches having an 
interface adapted to receive wireless control data from a physically remote control device such 
that a connectivity device is controllable as a function of the wireless control data for the benefit 
of adding flexibility and control to a presenter during a presentation by enabling a presenter to 
perform certain preselected function without standing at a presenting device [abstract, column 1 
lines 36-51, column 3 lines 51-65]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of both Edwards and Tsakiris to have a fourth interface adapted to 
receive wireless control data from a physically remote control device such that the 
connectivity device is controllable as a function of the wireless control data for the benefit of 
adding flexibility and control to a presenter during a presentation by enabling a presenter to 
perform certain preselected function without standing at a presenting device. 
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Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Application Publication No. US 20040024809 to Edwards et al. (hereinafter Edwards). In 
view of US Patent No. 6,671 ,737 to Snowdon et al. (hereinafter Snowdon). 

22. With regards to claim 23, Edwards is silent as to the connectivity device as specified in 
claim 9 wherein the first interface comprises an infrared transceiver, however, Snowdon teaches 
a PDA using an infrared transceiver to communicate over a first interface for the benefit of being 
able to communicate without having to do a physical docking [column 9 lines 52-63]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of both Edwards and Snowdon to have the first interface comprise an 
infrared transceiver to be able to communicate with a handheld portable communications device 
for the benefit of communicating with it without having to do a physical docking. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 5/13/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's request for a telephone interview, numerous attempts were 
made to schedule the interview between 7/18/08 and 8/1/08 but no responses to proposed 
times were ever received. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., "the stored 
data configured to be driven to a remote display is processed uniquely, such as by using 
Applicant's Split-Bridge Serial Technology, and avoiding latency") are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to David E. Martinez whose telephone number is (571)272-4152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alford Kindred can be reached on 571-272-4037. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DEM 

/Alford W. Kindred/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2181 



